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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1. Claims 58 and 66 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 58, line 7, replace "the controller" with -the power controller— for proper 
antecedent basis. 

In claim 66, line 2, replace "the temperature" with —a temperature— to correct lack 
antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 41-43, 53, 54, 56, 58, 59, 60, 63, 65 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pasternak (6,990,394) in view of Mier-Langner (US 7,024,119). 

Re claims 41, Pasternak discloses a power controller comprising: a casing (i.e., light 
fixture 130, 140) (Figs. 2, 4); a control unit (i.e., lamp controller 134, 144) disposed within the 
casing being configurable to any of a plurality of modes of operation (i.e., dependent mode of 
operation, independent mode of operation, or combination mode of operation) to control power 
delivery to a light (lamp 132, 142) and being responsive to a stimulus (i.e., any one of signals 
received from remote controller 122, 143, photosensor 147, motion sensor 145 or switch 138) to 
configure to a selected mode of operation determined by the stimulus, the control unit being 
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arranged to receive control signals wirelessly conveyed thereto from a remote unit located 
outside the casing (i.e., control signals received from remote controller 122, 143 or any one of 
signals received from photosensor, motion sensor different than the above stimulus signal) and to 
control the power delivery according to the control signals wherein the response of the control 
unit to control signals differs according to the mode of operation (i.e., dependent, independent or 
combination mode of operations) determined by the stimulus (Col. 3, lines 12-13, 26-29, 45-52, 
53-67), and a temperature sensor for determining the operation of the lamp beyond the 
predetermined range and to alarm and/or control the light accordingly (Col. 15, lines 13-39). 

Although, Pasternak discloses the control unit further being responsive to the stimulus to 
configure to a programming mode in which the control unit is responsive to the control signals 
(i.e., command signals) to be programmed (i.e., to be configured) thereby (Col. 3, lines 26-29); 
Pasternak does not specifically mention the control unit being responsive to the stimulus to 
configure to a programming mode in which the control unit is responsive to the control signals to 
be programmed thereby to respond in a predetermined way to a predetermined operation of the 
remote unit. 

In the same field of endeavor, Mier-Langner discloses a power controller (i.e., an 
addressable light fixture 10) comprising a control unit (track or lamp control module 20) being 
responsive to a stimulus (i.e., signal transmitted by laser transmitter 18) to configure to a 
programming mode (Col. 3, lines 34-42, "....which activates the light fixture module and allows 
the module to be programmed. . .") in which the control unit is responsive to control signals (i.e., 
command signals transmitted by infrared (IR) signal transmitter 17) to be programmed thereby to 
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respond in a predetermined way to a predetermined operation of the remote unit (corresponds to 
selecting the control module and setting a lamp to a desired setting, Col. 3, lines 34-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the control unit of Pasternak power controller to be responsive 
to the stimulus to configure to a programming mode in which the control unit is responsive to the 
control signals to be programmed thereby to respond in a predetermined way to a predetermined 
operation of the remote unit as taught by Mier-Langner for at least selectively address and 
communicate with the control unit. 

Re claim 42, Pasternak discloses in the programming mode, the control unit is responsive 
to the control signals to be programmed to respond to a predetermined way subsequent wireless 
stimuli to configure to a new mode of operation (Col. 3, lines 45-50, "... .lamp controller 134 
may be configured via the remote controller 122 to control the lamp 132 in a predetermined 
manner (based on time and day, actuation of a switch, etc. . ."). 

Re claim 43, Pasternak further discloses the control unit is responsive to the stimulus to 
configure from a deactivated mode to an activated mode or vice versa , and wherein when the 
control unit is in said activated mode, the control unit is responsive to said control signals to 
controllably deliver power to the light, and when the control unit is in said deactivated mode, the 
control unit does not deliver power to the light (Fig. 4; Col. 4, lines 1-8, ". . .to operate the lamp 
in response to weather there is motion detected. . . ."). 

Re claim 53, Although, Pasternak is silent about the control signals transmitted wirelessly 
being any of Infra-red (IR) light; microwaves; and radio waves, Mier-Langner the control signals 
being conveyed to the control unit using any of: Infra-red (IR) light; microwaves; and radio 
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waves (Col. 3, lines 43-47). Therefore, given Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner power 
controller, the control signals being conveyed to the control unit using any of: Infra-red (IR) 
light; microwaves; and radio waves would have been deemed to be obvious for at least allowing 
communication between the infrared (IR) transceiver and remote controller since as taught by 
Mier-Langner. 

Re claim 54, Pasternak further discloses the control unit being configurable to a mode of 
operation in which it is responsive to said control signals to change the amount of electrical 
power delivered to the light in use to controllably vaiy the radiant output of the light (Col. 3, 
lines 53-67, "....on/off/dim/brighten/flash) the lamp 142 in response to signals received not only 
from the remote controller. . ."). 

Re claim 56, Pasternak does not specifically show a power connection means arranged to 
provide connection to the light from the power controller. Mier-Langner further discloses a 
power source connector means (lamp (22) connector, Fig. 2) arranged to connect to the power 
source from which the light receives power in use such that the power from the power source 
passes through the power controller before reaching the light, wherein the power controller is 
arranged to control the delivery of power from the power controller to the light. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner power controller by 
providing power source connector means to provide connection to the light from the power 
controller as taught by Mier-Langner for the purpose of providing connection to the light. 

Re claims 58, 59, 60, 63, 65 and 66, Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner power 
controller discloses the power controller structural limitation as discussed above. 
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It has been held that to be entitled to weight in method claims, the recited structure 
limitations therein must affect the method in a manipulative sense, and not to amount to the mere 
claiming of a use of a particular structure. Ex parte Pfeiffer, 1962 CD. 408 (1961). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide required methods of controlling power delivery to a light as claimed in claims 
58, 59, 60, 63, 65 and 66. 

4. Claims 51, 52, 55 and 64, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pasternak (6,990,394) in view of Mier-Langner (US 7,024,1 19) further in view of Andersen (US 
6,731,079). 

Re claims 51, 52, 55 and 64, Although, discloses photo-sensor means for determining the 
level of ambient illumination, and for configuring the control unit to a mode of operation 
according to the ambient illumination level so determined (see photosensor 147 in Fig. 4 of 
Pasternak; sensor 25 of Mier-Langner). Pasternak or Mier-Langner does not disclose the casing 
being transparent and the photo-sensor means being within the casing and/or the casing being 
weather proof suitable for outdoor use. 

In the same field of endeavor, Anderson discloses a power controller (control module 60) 
comprising a casing, wherein the casing is suitable for outdoor use and the casing being 
transparent for providing wireless communication with a hand held controller (Figs. 2-4; Col. 1, 
lines 11-15; Col. 5, lines 16-18 & 38-42); a control unit (70), a photo-sensor means (i.e., sensor 
66, IR transceiver 82) located within the casing for determining the level of ambient illumination 
outside the casing, and for configuring the control unit to a mode of operation according to the 
determined ambient illumination level (Col. 5, lines 16-25 & 38-42). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the casing of Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further 
modified by Andersen power controller by providing the photosensor or motion sensor to be 
included within the casing as taught by Anderson for at least receiving wirelessly conveyed 
control signals for controlling power provided to the light based on wirelessly received stimulus. 

Re claim 64, Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further modified by Andersen power 
controller discloses the power controller structural limitation as discussed above. 

It has been held that to be entitled to weight in method claims, the recited structure 
limitations therein must affect the method in a manipulative sense, and not to amount to the mere 
claiming of a use of a particular structure. Ex parte Pfeiffer, 1962 CD. 408 (1961). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide required methods of controlling power delivery to a light as claimed in claim 
64. 

5. Claims 44-50, 61 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pasternak (6,990,394) in view of Mier-Langner (US 7,024,1 19), as applied to claims 1 and 32 
above, and further in view of Goff (US 5,869,934). 

Re claim 44, Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner discloses the power controller as 
discussed above. 

Pasternak or Mier-Langner does not disclose the control unit includes a magnetic detector 
means and the stimulus being a magnetic field strength in response to which the magnetic 
detector means is operable to generate a configure signal, wherein the control unit is responsive 
to the configure signal to configure to a mode of operation determined by the configure signal. 



Application/Control Number: 10/599,419 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2821 

Goff discloses a magnetic detector means (i.e., reed switch 41) operable to generate a 
configure signal to a control unit (46) in response to a magnetic field strength stimulus received 
from a magnet (29), wherein the control unit being responsive to the configure signal to 
configure to a mode of operation of a light (15) determined by the configure signal generated by 
the magnetic detector means (Figs. 1, 5, Col. 3, lines 18-48). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner power controller to 
include a magnetic detector means as taught by Goff for the control unit to be responsive to a 
configure signal to configure to a mode of operation determined by the configure signal 
generated by the magnetic detector means for at least controlling the mode of operation of a light 
as taught by Goff. 

Re claim 45, given Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further modified by Goff power 
controller including a stimulus means remote from the control unit and outside said casing and 
including a magnetic field means for providing a magnetic field of sufficient strength to be 
remotely detectable by the magnetic detector deemed to be obvious since for the control unit 
being responsive to the configure signal to configure to a mode of operation determined by the 
configure signal generated by the magnetic detector means responsive to the magnetic field 
strength stimulus as taught by Goff for at least controlling the mode of operation of a light from 
remote location based on the magnetic stimulus. 

Re claims 46 and 47, the control unit of Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further 
modified by Goff power controller being configurable to a selected mode of operation according 
to any of: the duration of a given configure signal; the number of a succession of configure 



Application/Control Number: 10/599,419 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2821 

signals; the rate of receipt of successive configure signals thereby; the magnitude of a given 
configure signal would have been deemed to be obvious for at least controlling the mode of 
operation of a light based on magnetic field stimulus as taught by Goff . 

Re claims 48 and 49, the magnetic field means of Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner 
further modified by Goff power controller being a permanent magnet would have been deemed 
to be obvious for at least controlling the mode of operation of a light based on magnetic field 
stimulus as taught by Goff since Goff further discloses the magnetic field means being a 
permanent magnet (29) (Fig. 9; Col. 5, line 3). 

Re claim 50, the magnetic detector means of Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further 
modified by Goff power controller including a sensor means including any of: a reed switch; a 
Hall-Effect switch, a magnetic relay switch; an inductor coil, and the magnetic detector is 
responsive to said stimulus using the sensor means would have been deemed to be obvious for at 
least controlling the mode of operation of a light based on magnetic field stimulus as taught by 
Goff since Goff further discloses the magnetic detector means includes a sensor means including 
any of: a reed switch; a Hall-Effect switch, a magnetic relay switch; an inductor coil, and the 
magnetic detector is responsive to said stimulus using the sensor means (Fig. 9; Col. 5, line 21). 

Re claims 61 and 62, Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner further modified by Goff 
power controller discloses the power controller structural limitation as discussed above. 

It has been held that to be entitled to weight in method claims, the recited structure 
limitations therein must affect the method in a manipulative sense, and not to amount to the mere 
claiming of a use of a particular structure. Ex parte Pfeiffer, 1962 CD. 408 (1961). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to provide required methods of controlling power delivery to a light as claimed in claims 
61 and 62. 

6. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pasternak 
(6,990,394) in view of Mier-Langner (US 7,024,1 19), as applied to claim 56, and further in view 
of Denes (US 2003/0184242). 

Re claim 57, Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner discloses the power controller. 

Pasternak or Mier-Langner does not show the casing including a plurality of prongs 
extending outwardly thereof and shaped to be intimately received within a reciprocally shaped 
socket means of the power source connector means such that the casing is detachably attachable 
to the power source connector means therewith, the prongs being operably connected to the 
control unit to convey power from the power source to the light via the control unit when the 
casing is attached to the power source connector means in use. 

Denes discloses a casing (11) including male socket (13) to be intimately received within 
a reciprocally shaped socket means 20 of a power source connector means such that the casing 
being detachably attachable to the power source connector means therewith, the male socket 
being operably connected to a control unit (18) to convey power from the power source to the 
light via the control unit when the casing is attached to the power source connector means in use. 
Further, Denes teaches the sockets may be of any suitable type other than threaded (Figs. 1, 2, 4, 
5; paragraphs [0072] to [0074]). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the casing of Pasternak modified by Mier-Langner power 
controller by providing prongs extending outwardly thereof and shaped to be intimately received 
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within a reciprocally shaped socket means of the power source connector means as taught by 
Denes for housing the components of the power controller for at least providing a housing for the 
power controller for controlling power delivery to a light. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to original claims 1-15 and 32-40 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Chapuis (US 7,372,682) discloses system and method for managing fault in a power 
system. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ephrem Alemu whose telephone number is (571) 272-1818. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jacob Y Choi can be reached on (571) 272-2367. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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9/10/2011 



/JACOB Y CHOI7 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2821 



